THEORETICAL GEOLOGY.                 231

ter, no matter how ! Where is the intelligent in-
fidel that would not clap hands over such a bril-
liant harmony of statements, as apparently an-
tagonistic as truth and falsehood ?

To bring Moses into sweet accord with theo-
retical geology, the assumption of the latter must
forsooth demand that, in spite of philology, billions
of years shall be thrust between the first and
second verses of the first chapter of Genesis ; and
then an affecting appeal is made to all the ad-
herents of Moses, by Dr. Hitchcock, who, after
enumerating his points, says (Religion of Geology,
p. 60):

" Let this imperfect summary of evidence in favor of the
earth's high antiquity be candidly weighed, and can any one
think it strange that every man who has carefully and exten-
sively examined the rocks in their native beds is entirely con-
vinced of its validity ? Men of all professions, and of divers
opinions concerning the Bible, have been geologists ; but on
this point they are unanimous, however they may differ as to
other points in the science. Must we not, then, regard this fact
as one of the settled principles of the science ? If so, who will
hesitate to say that it ought to settle the interpretation of the
first of Genesis in favor of the meaning which allows an inter-
vening period between the creation of matter and the creation
of light ? This is the grand point to be established."

But that it can never be established by such in-
coherent reasoning as this is as clear as noon-day,
for

i. He lays down a hypothesis in reference to
the existence of the world in some sor;t of a state
previous to the Mosaic account, which is incon-
sistent with natural law, and for which there is
not even the ghost of a proof.